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[Abstract:] In regards to the deposit of Silver Bullion by W.E. Duffy. 


Office of United States Attorney, 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 
Philadelphia, 
May 8, 1879 


A. Loudon Snowden Esq. 
Superintendent. 


Sir: 
I have yours of yesterday in regard to the deposit of bullion by William E. Duffy. 


It appears from the letter of C.P. Winegar Esq. that at one time Duffy was under 
indictment, charged with the larceny of this Silver and that a nol. pros. Has been entered in the 
case. From your letter of the 9th of April last it also appears that James W. Kline late Sheriff of 
Montgomery Co. New York who had given you notice to retain this money, has withdrawn this 
notice and had requested you to pay the amount of the deposit to Mr. Winegar, and Mr. Winegar 
claims to receive this as the Attorney for Duffy. 


The only question in this case is whether this silver was stolen by Duffy. If so, it does not 
belong to him, but to the rightful owner. It now appears from Mr. Winegar’s letter that all 
proceedings against Duffy have been abandoned and it does not appear that any claim has ever 
been made to this silver by any person adverse to Duffy, and that it has now been in your 
possession over two years. As a matter of business and probability of which you are a much 
better judge than myself, I would say that you would be reasonably safe in paying this money to 
Duffy. The law however is as above stated, that is if Duffy stole the property the title to it is not 
in him. 


I would suggest that if you return this property, you would seem to avoid complication by 
making the payment direct, through the Adams Express Co., in your usual and ordinary way to 
Duffy himself. 


Very Respectfully, 
John K. Valentine 
US. Attorney 


